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Final Rejection 

1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Response to Applicant's Arguments 

2. In the original office action dated January 8, 2008 the examiner incorrectly stated 
the rejections of claims 1-12 under both 102(b) and 102(e) as pointed out by the 
applicant. The applicant was correct in assuming the rejection was intended to be a 
102(e) rejection. 

3. In response to the applicant's argument that, "Cha does not disclose the features 
of claim 1, which include defining a trading strategy "comprising a plurality of trading 
rules," and "selecting at least one of the plurality of trading rules. ..based on a 
comparison of the.., actual event value compared to the.., estimated event value," and 
executing that 'selected trading rule.'" the examiner respectively disagrees. While an 
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"automatic trade condition" is established in Cha, it is not the trading rule claimed by the 
applicant. As seen in figure 4 of Cha, multiple trading rules are definable, such as 
buying and selling. The system receives a price (actual event value), then compares the 
actual event value against the multiple trading rules which were created. The system 
selects one of the plurality of trading rules based on the comparison of the actual event 
value to the estimated event value (the price the user sets in Cha). Cha teaches both 
the selecting of a trading rule from multiple trading rules and the selection process being 
based on comparing estimated and actual event values. 

4. In response to the applicant's argument that the "news-related event indicator" of 
claim 3 should be differentiated from the "actual event value" of claim 1 the examiner 
disagrees. The fact that different terminology is applied in a dependent claim does not 
constitute the need for the examiner to view the scope of the claim differently. Although 
the specification of the applicant defines a "news-related event indicator" it is not 
unreasonable for the examiner, a person skilled in the art, to view the release of a 
current stock price as a "news-related event indicator". Therefore, unless the applicant's 
definition is put into the claims, the examiners rejection is reasonable. Arguments for 
claims 4 and 1 2 are the same as that of claim 3 and the response by the examiner to 
claim 3 can be used for claims 4 and 12. 

5. In response to the applicant's argument that "claim 10 includes using a 'revised 
event value' to select a trading rule from a plurality of trading rules, which Cha does not 
disclose. Particularly, Cha does not disclose defining ' a second trading strategy' 
comprising a "plurality of trading rules... "receiving the "revised event value;" selecting a 
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trading rule "based on a comparison of the at least one revised event value compared to 
the at least one actual event value;" and executing the selected trading rule" examiner 
disagrees. Examiners original rejection stands because all steps of claim 10 are 
accounted for in Cha. The system of Cha allows for one to use the actual event value in 
a comparison against a revised event value. See figure 5 second condition. The actual 
event value is the basis off of which the "won" amount is calculated. The revised event 
value is then received and the system then compares. 

Claim Rejections- 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claim 1 -1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by US PG- 
Pub 2003/0126069 to Cha (Hereinafter "Cha"). 

Regarding Claim 1: 

Cha teaches a method for event-based trading, the method comprising: 
defining a first trading strategy comprising a plurality of trading rules to be applied 

based on a comparison of at least one estimated event value to at least one actual 

event value to be announced at some later time; 



Application/Control Number: 10/734,862 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3693 

receiving the at least one actual event value; 

selecting at least one of the plurality of trading rules corresponding to the first 
trading strategy based on a comparison of the at least one actual event value compared 
to the at least one estimated event value; and 

executing the at least one selected trading rule. 

In Figure 5 it is shown that a trading strategy is set up, the purchase and selling 
conditions, these are based on the estimated event value- the price the user believes 
the stock is worth. A price for a stock, the actual event value, is then sent into the 
system from an exchange. The actual event is compared to the estimated event and if 
conditions are correct the order goes through. (See paragraphs 79-85, fig. 4) 
Regarding Claim 2: 

Cha further teaches a computer readable medium having stored therein 
instructions to execute the method of claim 1 . (See paragraph 2) 
Regarding Claim 3: 

Cha further teaches the at least one estimated event value comprises at least 
one estimated news-related event indicator value, and wherein the at least one actual 
event value comprises at least one news- related indicator value. 

Cha teaches the estimated news-related event indicator value is the 
purchase and selling prices the user enters. The actual price the commodity is selling 
for is the actual event value comprised of a news-related indicator value. (See 
paragraphs 79-85) 
Regarding Claim 4: 
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Cha further teaches the at least one actual event value is received directly from a 
news source. (See paragraph 2 the stock market exchange is a news source) 
Regarding Claim 5: 

Cha further teaches displaying the at least one estimated event value in a first 
graphical format on a graphical user interface, (fig. 6) 
Regarding Claim 6: 

Cha further teaches upon receiving the at least one actual event value, 
displaying the at least one actual event value in a second graphical format on the 
graphical user interface. 

Cha teaches hitting the referral button described in fig. 4 to load the actual event 
value into the graphical user interface. 
Regarding Claim 7: 

Cha further teaches the at least one actual event value is input by a user via the 
graphical user interface. 

Cha allows a user to enter an initial condition as shown in fig.4. This value can be 
the actual event value as described in claim 6. 
Regarding Claim 8: 

Cha further teaches displaying the plurality of trading rules corresponding to the 
first trading strategy defined in relation to the estimated and actual event values being 
displayed via the graphical user interface. (See fig. 4) 
Regarding Claim 9: 
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Cha further teaches the estimated and actual event values are displayed using 
different indicators. (The estimated values and actual values are entered in different 
areas of the gui as shown in fig 4 and explained in paragraphs 79-85) 
Regarding Claim 10: 

Cha further teaches defining a second trading strategy comprising a plurality of 
trading rules to be applied based on a comparison of at least one actual event value to 
at least one revised event value to be announced at some later time; 

receiving the at least one revised event value; 

selecting at least one of the plurality of trading rules based on a comparison of 
the at least one revised event value compared to the at least one actual event value; 

executing the at least one selected trading rule corresponding to the second 
trading strategy. 

In Figure 5 it is shown that a trading strategy is set up, the purchase and selling 
conditions, these are based on the actual event value- the price the stock is worth. A 
updated price for a stock, the revised event value, is then sent into the system from an 
exchange. The actual event is compared to the revised event and if conditions are 
correct the order goes through. This process is continuous. Figure 4 shows the 
strategies being set up. (See paragraphs 79-85, fig. 4) 
Regarding Claim 11: 

Cha further teaches displaying the at least one revised event value in a third 
graphical format on the graphical user interface. (See fig.4) 
Regarding Claim 12: 
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Cha further teaches the at least one revised event value comprises at least one 
revised news-related event value. 

Cha teaches the estimated news-related event indicator value is the purchase 
and selling prices the user enters. The actual price the commodity is selling for is the 
actual event value comprised of a news-related indicator value. (See paragraphs 79- 
85) 

Claim Rejections- 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cha in view of official notice. 

Regarding Claim 14: 

Cha fails to further teach once the at least one actual value is received, 
displaying a time since the release of the at least one actual event value. However it 
was well know in the art, at the time the applicant submitted the application to store 
when a stock price was updated. Multiple systems, such as ameritrade and etrade all 
had this feature. It is obvious to combine this feature with Cha because it keeps the user 
of the system informed about how old the data they are using is. This allows for more 
informed trades. 
Regarding Claim 13: 
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Cha fails to teach displaying a time left before a release of the at least one actual 
event value. However it was well know in the art, at the time the applicant submitted the 
application to automatically update websites on a set schedule. 
It would be a simple non-trivial computer code change to cause Cha system to 
automatically update every "x" seconds or minutes; and to display the counter. It is 
obvious to combine this feature with Cha because it keeps the user of the system 
informed about how old the data they are using is. This allows for more informed trades. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAMES A. VEZERIS whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-1580. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-alt. Fridays 
7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on 571-272-6803. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/James A. Kramer/ /JAMES A VEZERIS/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3693 Examiner, Art Unit 3693 
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